
Access to politics through the eyes of women's rights in Turkey 

Gender Equality versus “Gender Justice” 

What is this gender justice that the conservative politicians  are so keen to work on 

and discuss?They argue  that feminism “created a homogenous image of women, thus 

ignoring the differences among them” as she claims that “classical egalitarian feminism” had 

detrimental effects on women’s rights in Turkey. Some experts assert that abandoning the 

concept of gender equality and adopting gender justice will enable us to recognize the 

differences among women as well as the differences among men and women. In that case, 

she argues, politicians will be able to formulate policies that take these differences into 

consideration and ensure that the outcomes of these policies will create a just order – one 

that values the rights and integrity of all women and men. Another argument some 

journalists put forward is that women’s fundamental problems still prevail despite decades 

of including gender equality as a principle in all governmental plans and programs. 

 

There are two problems with this reasoning. The first is that feminism, whether one 

calls it third-wave feminism or post-feminism, already questions the issue of differences and 

different needs among women. It is indeed necessary to take into account the differences 

among women in formulating policies, but it really does not matter whether these 

differences are taken into account by referring to a concept called “gender justice” or 

“gender equality.” Feminists are well aware of the fact that equality does not mean 

sameness. The second problem with her reasoning is that the reason women’s problems and 

oppression prevails is not because women use the word equality rather than justice, but 

because it is extraordinarily difficult to change the patriarchal mentality and oppressive 

structures rooted in modern capitalist societies and institutions. These cannot change by 

substituting one word with another. They can only change with the actions of men and 

women. It is certain that all the feminists in the world would embrace the concept of 

“gender justice” in one day if it were so easy to change the thousand-year-old structures and 

problems by changing one word. 

 

In short, what journalists do  is to create a straw man (or woman) of feminism and 

the concept of “gender equality” and then attack it. They may have a theoretical weakness, 

but it is not only they that work for the fortification and dissemination of the concept of 

gender justice. There is the whole association of some ngos and the conservative politicians  

that have invested in this endeavor, too. Why? Because it is possible to legitimize the 

division of labor within the family and in society if one emphasizes the natural differences 

between men and women. Whereas the concept of “gender equality” may hide the natural 

differences the concept of “gender justice” emphasizes them, and stresses that these 



differences cannot and should not change. Such an acceptance prepares the ground on 

which one can re-inscribe the essential role of women in society and family as mothers and 

wives. That is probably why conservative politicians refer to the concept fıtrat (nasality) to 

draw attention to the unchangeable features of men and women. What can such an 

emphasis on the unchangeable natural differences between men and women serve? It can 

only serve to legitimize the traditional division of labor in the family, that women should be 

the caregivers of the family members and men should be their protectors and breadwinners. 

Through the legitimization of the traditional division of the labor in the family, conservative 

politicians try to keep the essence of patriarchy intact. 

 

In the same article, journalists talk about the need to pay attention to the differences 

among the customs and traditions of Western and Eastern societies and argues for the 

necessity for Eastern societies to create their own version of feminism. Why is there need for 

a different feminism for Eastern societies? Because in most of these societies, the customs 

and traditions that have kept the traditional division of labor in the family are stronger when 

compared with Western societies. By arguing for a need to come up with a feminism that is 

more suitable for the fabric of Eastern societies, they  reveal their intention to prevent the 

weakening of the customs and traditions that may change the traditional division of labor in 

the family. This seems to be the reason why conservative politicians  emphasize in their  

visions  statement that it aims to “conserve the authentic core values of the Turkish 

woman.”This is the reason why they  invest in the criticism of feminism and the adoption of 

the concept of gender justice in favor of gender equality.  

 

  


